From: CN=Tracie Stevens/OU=ASIA/OU=0S/0=DOlI

To: Gidner, Jerold L; Scott.Keep; Smith, Jane;

Subject: Fw: California Valley Miwok Tribe - Tribal Govt Organization
Date: Tuesday, August 25, 2009 6:11:40 PM

Attachments: California Valley Miwok Tribe - Tribal Govt Organization.pdf
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From: Teddi Penland

Sent: 08/25/2009 04:29 PM EDT

To: Thelma Harjo; Allison Neblett; Tracie Stevens; Tracie Stevens
Subject: California Valley Miwok Tribe - Tribal Govt Organization

I am forwarding correspondence for tracking and controlling the response.

Teddi R. Penland, Department of the Interior, Indian Affairs, Public Affairs
1849 C St NW, MS-3658-MIB, Washington, DC 20240
Phone: 202-208-3710 Fax: 202-501-1516

Email: teddi.penland@bia.gov
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SSOCIATESK, 565 WEST CHANDLER BLVD, SUITE 212, CHANDLER, ARIZONA 85225

ATTORNEVYS AT LAW TELEPHONE (480) 889-8990 - FACSIMILE (480) 889-8397
FACSIMILE COVER SHEET
DATE: August 25, 2009
ATTN: Ms. Tracie Stevens

COMPANY: Department of the Interior

FAXNO.:  (202) 501-1516

FROM: Saba Bazzaziech
RE: California Valley Miwok Tribe
NO. PAGES: 14

(including cover sheet)

Please see attached correspondence.

THIS FACSIMILE IS A CONFIDENTIAL ATTORNEY COMMUNICATION ONLY POR USE BY THR INTENDED RECIPIENT. ANY
INADVERTENT RECEIPT SHALL NOT CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE OR WORK PRODUCT
PROTRCTION. IF RECEIVED IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY AND DESTROY THIS COPY, THANK YOU FOR
YOUR COOPERATION,
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OSETTE

565 WEST CHANDLER BOULEVARD, SUITE 212, CHANDLER, ARIZONA 85225
SSOCI ATESPC TELEPHONE (480) 889-8890 FACSIMILE (480) 889-8097
ATTORNEYS AT LAW www.rosettelaw.cam

August 24, 2009
Transmitted vig Fascimile, Electronic, and United States Mail

Ms. Tracie Stevens

Senior Advisor

Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs
Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Stevens:

I would like to thank you and Assistant Secretary EchoHawk for allowing me the
opportunity to meet with you on August 21, 2009 regarding the California Valley Miwok Tribe
(“Tribe”). In the meeting, you suggested that I provide possible methods for the mediation
process between the relevant parties to the Tribe’s internal dispute. The Bureau of Indian Affairs
(“BIA"), as demonstrated by its correspondence with the Tribe, has set forth such a process in its
recognition of the tribal members, and their authority to organize the tribal government.

The BIA has taken the consistent position, as demonstrated by a letter from Edith
Blackwell, Associate Solicitor of Indian Affairs at the Office of the Solicitor, that the solution in
this particular situation, “is for the BIA to wait for the Tribe to organize itself” (Attachment 1,
Letter from Edith Blackwell, 12/12/08.) This statement makes clear that this matter should not
be further delayed in order for the BIA to organize the Tribe; rather, the members of the Tribe
must undertake to organize the Tribe themselves and resolve the Tribe's internal dispute.
Furthermote, the BIA has unambiguously stated that as of August 5, 1998, Yakima Dixie, Silvia
Burley, and Rashel Reznor, “formed the group of persons entitled to participate in the
organization of the Tribe.” (Attachment 2, Letter from BIA, February 4, 2000.) Thus, it is those
aforementioned individuals that contain the explicit authority to organize and reestablish the
tribal government,

Based on the process set forth by the BIA, as well as the individuals expressly recognized
as having the authority to execute this process, it is the Tribe’s recommendation that the BIA
facilitate mediation conducted by & private, neutral third party, having no any affiliation or
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association whatsoever with Mike Smith or any officials from the Pacific Regional Office of the
BIA. However, given the duration of this dispute as well as the exigent circumstances that exist,
it is important that this third party have an expertise in federal Indian law. This objective entity
would administer negotiations by and between those individuals explicitly recognized as having
the authority to organize the Tribe and assist them in organizing the Tribe, establishing an
interim government, and drafting a Constitution. This process is consistent with positions taken
by the BIA throughout the years, and is the only way to ensure a fair and impartial means of
dispute resolution. Due to the exigent circumstances that exist, and the fact that the Tribal
members are on the brink of eviction, I believe that prompt action on this matter is imperative in
order to prevent irreparable harm to the Tribe.

Thank you again taking the time to meet with me last Friday to hear my concérns on this
matter. Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concetns (480) 889-8990.
Very truly yours,

ROSETTE & ASSOCIATES

Robert A. Rosette

RAR/sb
Enclosures
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Attachment 1





@8-25-'@9 10:81 FROM-

IN REPLY REFER 70!

T-775 PBB5/014 F-776

United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR
Washington. D.C. 20240

In reply, please address to:

Main Interior, Room 6513
Peter Kaufman, Esq.
Deputy Attorney General
110 West A Street, Suite 1100 DEC {22008
San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Kanfinan:

This letter is in response to your telephone inquiry requesting information on. the status of
the leadership for the California Valley Miwak Ttibe (CVMT). CVMT presents the
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) with 2 unique situation. The following summatizes the
history of the Tribe and the curxent leadership dispute.

CVMT began as a rancheria set up for 12 individual Indians in 1916, The government
get aside .92 acres of land on which those twelve individuals could live. In 1935, the sole

adult memb

er of the rancheria voted not to reject the Indian Reorganization Act (RA).

In 1966, the Fedetal government undertook 10 terminate the rancheria by, among other

things,

distributing the assets of the rancherle to the rancheria’s residents. Ultimately, the

Federal government failed to take the steps necessary to gomplste terminate of the
Federal relationship with the rancheria and the rancheria continued to exist. There was
one resident, Mabel Hodge Divie. For reasons that ate not relevant to your inquiry, the
government did not convey the property to Ms. Dixic successfully and witimately held it
in trust fot her. When she died, her heirs inherited the 0.92 acre held in trust by the
government, In 1998, M. Dixie's son, Yakima Dixde, resided on the rancheria Jand and

was its only

known member. That seme year, gitvia Burley, a distant relative of Mr.

Dixie, approached Mr. Dixie about adopting het, ter two daughtets, and her
pranddaughter into the Tribe so that they would be eligible for Indian health and
aducation benefits. Mr. Dixie adopted Ms, Burley and her family.

" My. Dixie and Ms. Burley became intercsted in organizing the tribe formally— that is
establishing a tribal govsrnment'. Tn 1999, the two of them approached the BIA for
assistance. Af that time, Mr. Dixie acted as the Tribe’s leader and he held the title of -

. “Chairman.” On April 20, 1999, Ms. Burley submitted a purported letter of resignation

from M, Dizie. The next day, Mr. Dixie asserted he never resigned his position and
refused to do so, He claims that Ms. Burley forged his name on the resignation letter.
After Mr. Dixie’s purported resignation, Ms. Butley became leader of the Tribe, having
peen elected by herself and one of her daughters. Ms. Busley claimed the title of

' While it s common For people to refer to the Indians of  reservation as voting ta accept the IRA, the act
applied to a rescrvation wwloss 4 majority of the Indians voted against its application. within a year, later
extended for another year. See 25 U.S.C. §478.
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«Chairman.” The BIA accepted her in this position but noted the leadership dispute
between hex and Mr. Dixie. On March 7, 2000, the BLA wiote in a letter to Ms. Burley
that it would not interfere in the dispute unloss the dispute confinued without resolution
and the govennnent-to-govermnent relationship between the United States and the Tribe
~ became threatened. If the govermnent—to-govemmem relationship were t0 become
threatened, the BIA adviged, it would advise the Tribe to Tesolve the dispute within 2

reasonable period of time-

M. Burley and her daughters responded by atterapting to organize the Tribe. Initially,

they sought to ovganize the govetrnment under the provisions of the Indian Reorganization
Act, but the BIA failed to call the requisite election on the proposed constitution.

In 2002, counsel purporting to represent the California Valley Miwok Tribe and Ms.
Burley filed suit in the United States District Court for the Bastern Distict of California
claimed the United States had breached its trust responsibilities and violated the
California Rancheria by conveying the less thau one acre of land to M. Dixie in 1967
when the tribe had potentially 550 members. The court dismissed the suit on grounds
that it was filed beyond the six-yea statute of limitations. The Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals affirmed in an uppublished opiniot. See California Valley Miwak Tribe v.
United Statas, No. 04-16676,2006 WL 1373434 (9" Cir., Aug. 17, 2006))

Ultimarely, in 2003, Ms. Burley fried to stganize the Tribe under the Tribe's inberent
sovercign authority without the supervision of the BLA. Ms. Burley submitted the Tribe’s
congtitution to the BIA for informational purposes. The BIA reviewed the constitution
and determined that it was not valid because Me. Burley had failed in the process of
developing and adopting the constitution to include other Indians with legitimate ties to
the Tribe. On March 26, 2004, the BIA informed Ms, Butley that the Tribe temained
unorganized and had no government. Because tha Tribe hed no government, it could not
have a govemmental lsader. The BIA wotld not recognize Ma. Purley as Chairman, that
is, the govemnmental jeader of the Tribe. Tnistoad the BIA would deal with her as 2
uspokesparson” or persofl of authority” for the Tribe for the purpeses of awarding
Federal contracts.

Meanwhile, Mr. Dixie continued to assert thathe was the hereditary leader of the Tribe
and that he had never resigned wis position. Tn March 7005, a representative of the
Assistant Secretary — Indian Affaixs decided Mr. Dixie's appeal of the BIA’s acceptance
of Ms. Butley as tribal Chairman. Tn the letter dismissing Mr. Dixie’s appeal, the Deputy
Assistant Secretary informed M. Dixie that Ms. Burley was pot the govemmental Jeader
of the Tribe. In fact, the lettor explained, the Tribe could have no governmental |sader
until it had 2 governmetit developed through an organizational process that included the
wroader tribal commubity of other Indiahs with legitimate ties 1O the Tribe.

Thus, the BLA faced a stand-off between Ms. Burley, who jnsisted the Tribe had
organized propenly under her constitutiot, aud Mr. Dixie, who claimed to be the
hereditary leader of the Tribe. Ms. Burley sued the BIA in Federal district court inthe
District of Columbia, claiming that the BLA improperly denied her constitution’s validity.
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The djstrict court granted the BIA"s motion to dismiss for Failure to state a claim. The
Court of Appeals affitmed. See California Valley Miwok Tribe v. United States, 424 F.
Supp. 2d 197 (D.D.C. a006), aff’'d 515 F.3d 1262 (D.C. Cir. 2008)

When the district court granted its motion to dismiss, the BIA worked with both Ms.
Burley and Mr. Dixie to assist the Tribe in organizing itsclf. After initial efforts by the
BIA to find a mutuslly agreeable golution, Ms. Burley chose not to cooperate. The BIA
decided 1o initiate the organization process by identifying those persons who are Jineal
descendents of the original twelve Indians for whom the government established the
ranchatia, the single resident who voted in 1935 on the TRA, and the sole distributee,
Mabel Hodge Dixie. Ms. Butley appealed the BIA'S decision to the Interior Board of
Indian Appeals (IBIA), California Valley Miwok Tribe v. Pacific Regional Director,
Dooket No.: IBLA 07-100-A. Under the Departments regulations, a decision ofa
Regiona} Disector that has been appealed 1o IBIA ls not final end effective except under
certain circumstances, not present here, which effectively stayed the BIA’S effort to assist
the Tribe in organizing itself. See 25 C.FR. § 2.6(a)

When the BIA is faced with a situation such as this, when it capmat determine who the
legitimate leader of the Trbe is, the BIA must first defer to the Tribe to resolve the
dispute. See, e.g., Sanla Clara Puchlo v. Martinez, 436 U.8. 49, 65 (1978); Fisher v.
District Court, 424 U.S. 382, 386-89 (1976Y; Smith v. Babbitt, 100 F.3d 556, 539 (8" Cir.
1996); Wheeler v. Department of the Interior 311 F.2d 549 (10™ Cir. 1987). The
difficulty with CVMT is that because it has no government, it has no gnvemmental forum
for resolving the dispute. In girnilar situations, the BIA would turn to a tribe’s general
counedl, that is, the collective membership of the tibe. Johannes Wanatee V. Acting
Minneapolis Area Directo?, 11 IBLA 93 (1997). But because CVMT has not even taken
the initial step of determining its membership, a general council meeting is not possible.

The cnly answet is for the BIA to wajt for the Tribe to orgafize itself. The Tribe will be
able to do so onee the IBIA decides Ms. Burley’s appeal. The IBJA has a significant
workload but the briefing on Ms. Burley’s appeal was comapleted esgentially a year ago
and the D.C. Circuit Court opinion of earlier this year has been served as supplementzl
authority in the IBIA proceedings so we could expect a decision at any time. Inthe
meantims, neither +he BIA nor atiy court has authority to resolve the leadership dispute
ihat is crippling the Tribe. See, Goodface v. Grassrope, 708 ¥.24 335 (8" Cix. 1983).

" 1 hope that this letter provides all {he information you need. Should you need additional
information or have further questions, please contact Jane Smith (202-20 8-5808), the
membet of my staff handling this matier.

Sincerely,

AL N

Edith R. Blackwell
Associate Solicitor, Indizn Affairs
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‘United States Departrﬁent of the Interior
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS . ﬂﬂ@-

Central California Agency
1824 Tribute Road, Suits J N REFLY REFER TO:
Szcramento, CA 958154308 '
FEB -4 200

Yakima K. Dixie, Vice-Chaitperson
Sheep Ranch Rancheria

P.O. Box41 .
Sheep Ranch, Califomnia 95250

Dear Mr. Dixie:

This comespondence sefves three purposes. First, we respond to concems raised by
you and other persons purporting to be members of the Sheep.Ranch Rancheria, during
a,meeting held at the Central Califomia Agency (Agency) on December 28, 1999,
‘§acond, we respond to your delivery during the aforementioned meeting ofthe

Ronstitution of the (Sheep (Ranch Rancheria) Miwok indian Tribe of Califomia,” -
rportedly adopted an December 11, 1999, Third, we give you notice of the meetingto -
4y held on Tuesday, February 15, 2000, for the purpose of discussing further thess

s among the members of the Tribe.

S oncems raised at our meeting with you and other parsons purported to be
 of the Sheep Ranch Rancheria (Tribe) center around allegations of fraud or
duct relative to the change in Tribal leadership during April and May 1999. You
d.us with,copies of two documents as support for your claims. The first
ent appears to be a resolution of the General Council, where at a special meeting
1, April 20, 1998, the General Council accepted your resignation from the office of
grson. The second document cantains two letters from you to Silvia Burley
n you assert that you "cannot and will not (resign) as Chairman”but "do give (Ms.
.the right to act as a delegate fo represent the Sheep Ranch Indian Rancheria.”
:0Ur meeting, you also stated that within two weeks you would submit to the
additional documents and statements supporting your claims. However, we did
eceive anything fram you as of the triate of this letter. :

\{ the conclusion of our meeting, we agreed to review our records and provide you with
;rasponse regarding your allegations. We also agreed thatas a matter of protocol our
nse would be shared with the person presently recognized by the Agency a3 the
rperson of the Tribe, Silvia Burley. We further agreed that our response wouid bg

g the subjects of discussion at a future mesting with the Tribe. -
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Background

Prior to August 1998, the Agency recognized you as the Spokespersan of the Tribe.
This recognition was based upon the fact that you are a lineal descendant of the sole
distributee (your mother, Mabel Hodge Dixie) identified in the Plan for the Distribution of
the Assets of the Sheep Ranch Rancheria, as approved by the Assaciate Commissioner
of Indian Affairs on October 12, 1966. You are also one of the two remaining heirs
identified in the Order of Determination of Heirs issued on November 1, 1971, as
reafiirmed by subsequent Order issued on April 14, 1993. Atthat time, the whereabouts
of the other remaining heir (your brother Melvin Dixie) were unknown. '

On August 5, 1998, as Spokesperson of the Tribe, you accepted as enrolled members -+ *
of the Tribe four persons; (1) Silvia Burisy, (2) her daughter Rashel Reznor, (3) her
daughter Anjelica Paulk, and (4) her granddaughter Tristian Wallace. The documents
evidencing your action do not state any restrictions upon the rights of these persons as
members of the Tribe. As such, we view thesa persons as members of the Tribe,

enjoying all benefits, privileges, rights, and responsibilities of Tribal membership. This
includes the right to participate in the initial organization of the Tribe, provided thet those
persons are eighteen years or older. .

On September 8, 1998, and again on October 16, 1998, Agency staff met with you, Ms.
Burley, Ms. Reznor, and other interested parties (including representatives from
California Indian Legal Services) to discuss the group's interest in formally organizing
the Tribe. The group expressed an interest in proceeding and we agreed to provide
technical assistance ta the group. _

Generally, the injtial issue to be addresssd in the process of organizing an

urterminated” Tribe is that of specifying those persons entitled to participate. The

position of the Agency on this subject is that, at @ minimum, those pereons entitled to

organize the Tribe are those persons now living and listed on either (1) the Distribution

Plan or (2) the Order of Determination of Heirs, and the lineal descendants of those ,

parsons. As stated above, your August 5, 1998, enroliment action is viewed by the .
as extending to Ms. Burley and Ms. Reznor the right of participation. Thus, as ‘

of that date, you, Ms. Burlsy, and Ms. Reznor formed the group of persons entitled to '

participate in the arganization of the Tribe.

s

We also recommended that the group consider eliciing the pariicipation of descendants
of those persons listed on the Census of Shespranch-indians, as attached to the Jetter
by the Special Indian Agent, dated August 13, 1915, recommending the purchase of
land that would iater become the Sheep Ranch Rancheria. At this time, we do not know
whether the group has formally considered this' recommendation.
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Ancther recommendation we made involved the initial form of government to be
adopted by the group, and was based upon the General Council conpept. To this end,
we prepared a draft resolution that would establish a General Qounr.ll asthe
goverming bady of the Tribe and 'empowered that body to act with regard to vanous
aspects of the organization process. On November 5, 1698, the majority of the adult
members of the Tribe, adopted Resolution #GC-98-01, thus establishing a General
Council to serve as the governing body of the Tribe.

Resolution #GC-08-01 provided for the appointment of a Chairperson and the election
of a Secretary/Treasurer. Wa do not have any record of the appointment of 2
Chairparson or the election of a Secretary/Treasurer. We do have two letters, both from
Ms. Burley, the first dated April 2, 1 999, wherein she asserls that she is th_e slected
Secretary/Treasurer of the Tribe, and the second dated April 13, 1998, which states Ms.
Burley's title as Secretary/T! reasurer. The second letter also indicates a courtesy copy

was sent to Yakima Dixie, Chairman.

The first of the two documents you pravided us during our meeting on December 25,
1999, indicate that, at a special mesting held on April 20, 1999, the General Council
accapted your resignation from the office of Chairperson. The second document
contains two letters from you to Ms. Burley, dated April 21, 1989, wherein you assert
that you "cannot and will not (resign) as Chairman"” but "do give you...the right to act as
a delegate to represert the Sheep Ranch Indian Rancheria." Prior 1o our mesting, we
did not have copies of these documents in our records. . :

The next correspondence regarding the Tribe contained in our records is dated May 14,
1999, from Mary T. Wynne, Attomey at Law, which purported to transmit to the Agency
several doccuments, including a constitution, an attorney contract, and a certification of

_election. However, a copy of the certification of election was not received by the

Agency until May'27, 1989. The certificate states that an election occurred on May &,
1699, pursuant to Article XIV of the constitution ratified the same day. As aresult of the
election, Ms. Burley became Chairperson, you became Vice-Chairperson, and Ms.
Reznor became Secretary/Treasurer. Also contained in our records ig a copy of the
May 8, 1983, General Council Meeting Notice upon which your signature appears.

s for the attomey contract thet was enclosed with the May 14, 1999, correspondence,

the Agency by letter addressed to you and dated May 27, 1899, returned thie proposed
contract ta the Tribe without action for a number of reasars, including the fact that the
“Agency has not received any documentation from the tribe which would clarify how,
when and where the leadership of the tribe changed from having Mr. Yakima Dixie be
the Chairperson to Ms. Silvia Burley assuming that elected position." The Agency did
not recaive a wiitten response from the Tribe atidressing the lack of documentation. As
stated above, the Agency did receive on May 27, 1999, copies of the Certificate-of
Election and the May 8, 1999, General Council Maeting Notice. o

T-775 P@811/@014 F-776
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Analysis

You alleged that the events during April and May 1899 leading to the change in_Tribal
leadership resulted from fraud and your tack of awareness of what was happening
during that periad of time. You also requested that the Agency take action to clear up
this matter. We cannot at this time fulfill your request that the Agency act to clear up

this matter. .

The general position of the Agency is that the appaintment of Tribal leadership and the
conduct of Tribal elections are internal matters. Tribal members reasonably believing
such actions to be invalid have the right to appeal as a mafter of due process. Appeals
are to be made within a reasonable time after the elaction and in an appropriate manner
as defined by Tribal law. Appeals are to be made directly to and resolved within the
appropriate Tribal forum designated and empowered under Tribal law to process and

decide such appeals.

\When the eppointment of Tribal leadership or the conduct of a Tribal election is the
subject of an appeal, the Agency as a matter of palicy continyes to recognize the Tribal
govemnment as constituted prior fo the appointment or election. Such recognition
continues until either (1) the Agency is assured that the appeal is resolved, or (2) the
Agency determines that resalution of the appeal within a reasonable lime appears
unlikely. In the first instance, the Tribe's assurance of resolution of the appeal is the
basis for Agency acknowledgement of the newly appointed or elected officials of the
Tribal government.
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However, in the.second instance, often the appointment of Tribal leadership or the
condisct of a Tribal election becomes the center of a larger dispute, such that appeals
are unlikely to be handled in a manner affording due pracess. The factions then will
approach the Agency and request aur racognition of each faction's actions. As a matter
of policy, the Agency informs the Tribal govemment as constituted prior to the
appointment or election that & continuing dispute regarding the camposition of the
governing body of the Tribe raises concems that a duly constituted govemment is
lacking. The-Agency then advises the Tribe to resolve the dispute intémally within a
reasonable period of time, and that failure to do so may result in sanctions taken against
the Tribe, up to and including the suspension of the govemment-to-govemment -
relationship between the Tribe and the United States. Such suspensions a rare, but
they do occur. ;

V}ﬁlh respect to your allegations regarding the transition in leadership of the Tribe, we
view such allegations as the basis of an appeal regarding the appointment of Tribal
leadership and the conduct of the May 8, 1989 Tribal election. Such an appeal should
have been pursued within a reascnable time efter the election was conducted, and .
mads to the appropriate body empowered to decide such an appeal. Whether your
letter of April 21, 1989, to Silvia Burley, wherein you expressed your inabifity to resign

-
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from the office of Chairperson, was such an appeal is a question fo be decided by the
Tribe. As regards the May 8, 1698, Tribal electian, you provided no evidence to us that
you pursued of attempted to pursue those remedies available to you within the Tribe. if
you posgess such evidence, you should present it to the appropriatg body empowered
fo process and decide an appeal. Thus, consistent with Agency policy, we cqnnot at
this time fulfill your request that the Agency act to clear up this mater as this issue is an
intenal matter to be resoived by the Tribe. : |

Constitution of December 11, 1989

- During our meeting on December 26, 1989, you provided us with a document entitied,

uConstitution of Sheep (Ranch (Rancheria) Miwok Indian Tribe of Califomnia”
(Constitution). The last page of the Constitution indicates that it was adopted on
December 11, 1988. _

Please find enclosed the Constitution. We retum it to you, without action, as a formal
request for review did not accompany the Constitution. Further, the body that acted on
Decamber 11, 1689, upon the document does not appear to be the proper body to 80

adt.
Praposed Meeting of February 15, 2000

During our meeting on December 26, 1999, you requasted that another meeting be held
after we responded to your concerms. - For this reason, and in light of the present
dispute within the Tribe, we scheduled the requested meeting for Tuesday, February 15,
2000, at 14:30 a.:m., to be held in the Conferance Room of the Central California
Agency. The purpose of this meeting will be to discuss the issues raised in light of the
discussion above, as well as steps the Tribe may take to resolve this matter intemelly.

You also requested that only members of the General Council and one non-gttomey
representative for each sida participate in this mesting. We understand that Rebecca
Cuthil] and your brather, Melvin Dixie, will be accompanying you to this meeting. Ms.
Cuthill was present at our mesting on December 28, 1999. We briefly met with Melvin
Dixie at the Agency on January 13, 2000, and informed him of the efforts made to
formally organize the Tribe. Al that time, he expressed an interest in being invoived in
that process. Since Melvin Dixie is thie only remaining heir, other that you, identified in
%19 b2rder of Determination of Heirs, heis entitled to participate in the organization of the
ribe. : ' : : .

A copy of this letter is being sent under separate cover fetter to Ms. Burley 80 as to
apprise her of your concerns and our position. The separate cover letter will provide
Ms. Burléy with notice of the February 15, 2000, meeting, as described in this Istter. - -

T-775 P@13/@814 F-776
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Should you have any questions with regard to this matter, piease contact Mr. Raymond
Fry, Tribal Operations Officer, at (916) 566-7124. ,

Sincerely,

ale Risling, ,
Superintendent

Enclosure ' .

cc: Rebecca Cuthill.(without enclosure)
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